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FUTURE RECOMPENSE. 


To the Rev. Hosea Ballou, } ) 

Dear Sir,—I acknowledge with much pleasure and 
piany (hanks, your reply to the few lines 1 addressed 
to you upon the subject of Future Recompense, as that 
gibject had been represented in some of your writings ; 
and it is very pleasing to me to enjoy a reciprocity of 
that candor for which you give me credit. But, Sir, 
if | speak the truth, I must say that your remarks have 
not entirely convinced me that, in the passage I quot- 
ed from Lake, our Lord did not speak of a recompense 
in an immortal state. I! readily grant that, ‘when a 
proposition appears reasonable, and no objection can 
be brought against it, save that a solitary passage of 
scripture appears to oppose it, it, at least, deserves the 
qnestion whether by the force of tradition, or some oth- 
er ‘cause, we have not contracted a wrong habit of 
construing such passage.” It wasnot my intention in 
my cémmunication to you, to intimate that the passage 
I quoted was the only one which I could not reconcile 
with the proposition in question, for there were sever 
al others hefore me at the same time, which appeared 
to belong to the same class. But the phraseology of 
the one in Luke, when viewed in connexion with pa- 
rallel’ expressions, seemed to render that the most 
plain. | was not ignorant of the influence of tradition 
over the human mind ; and from hence arose the sus- 
picion that the above passage was susceptible of a 
construction different from the one l bad giyen it, 
which would appexr equally, or more reasonable. 

That the word resurrection, is variously applied in 
scripture, is an indisputable fact. But. Sir, this cir- 
cumstance does nof argue that in the instance under 
consideration it has noallusion to a transition from a 
state of death toa state of life and immortality. 

1 will here introduce a passage whose phraseolo- 


gy is not very dissimular to the one in the 14th of} 


Luke, and which contributed not a little to the s:spi- 
cion that that passage stood opposed to your view.— 
See Acts xxiv.15, ‘And have hope toward God, which 
they themselves also allow, that there shall be a re- 
surrection of the dead, both of the just and unjust.°— 
About the signification of the word resurrection, in this 
instance I think there can be no question. For, if I 
Mistake not, it was tothe faith of the Pharisees. on 
this subject, that he alluded. But that the apos- 
tle travelled with the Pharisees in a‘! their notions, | 
would not be understood to intimate. Yet, his confes- 
tion above Beems to argue that, upon the subject of 
the resurrection, and the moral condition of mankind 
in that state, he did not differ from them. Adwitting 
this, it seems fair to couclade, that by the expression, 
“there shall be a resurrection of the dead, both of the 


just and unjusi,” the apostle meant to signify his be- | 


lief io the resurrection of al) men “from death to an 
immortal ‘constitution and state,» and that in that 
state, there will be a difference in the moral charac- 
ter of men—“just and unjust,’ and of course, a cor- 
responding difference in their spiritual condition, — 
What chal! constitute happiness of misery in that 
state; and also their duration; are subjects upon 
Which he’ appears to ‘have been silent in the above 
confession. And if he had observed the same silence 
through his whole ministry, other passages of scripture 
exist, which afford us some instruction upon those sub- 
jects,—subjects by no means destitute of importance. 


notice the passage in the 14th of Lnke, ‘But when 
thou makest a feast, call the poor, the maimed, the 
lame, the blind; and thou shalt be blessed ; for they 
cannot recompense thee; for thou shalt be recom- 
pensed at the resurrection of the just.’ Paul says, 
“there shall be a resurrection—both of the just,” &c. 
by which I understand a resurrection to an immortal 
state ; and our Lord says, ‘“*thou shalt be recompens 
ed at the resurrection of the just.”” Now, Sir, if lam to 
determine what the divine spirit meant to teach by 
comparing scripture with scripture, how can | evade 
the conclusion which I expressed in my former com- 
munication; that our Lord’s assertion, ‘*thou shalt be 
recompensed at the resurrection of the just,” ‘bears 
hard against the notion that the moral government of 
God over his creatures in this world, has no regard to 
the future—that we are not tobe recompensed there, 
for any of our actions here.” 

By these brief remarks, Sir, you will perceive that 
it was nota “solitary passage of scripture”? which 
caused me to question the correctness of your proposi- 
tion; and you will also discover why I understood our 





| Lord as I did, and why your remarks have not entire- 
|ly convinced me that he did not speak of a recom- 
| pense in an immortal state. But, after all, Sir, | may he 
| deceived, and in error; and | affirm that my object in 
addressing you is not to quibble or cavil,but to elicit the 
assistance of your superior experience and knowledge 
to understand the word of God correctly. | have no 
occasion to notice the queries you have suggested, be- 
cause the nature, magnilude, or duration of the re- 
compense about which we are talking, is not the ques- 
tion at issue. It is the place where this recompense is 
to be rendered, whether in a mortal or an immortal 
state, about which | am concerned. And were it not 
for the influence upon my mind, of the passages I have 
cited, together with some others, ] shonid not differ 
from you upon the subject in question. Indulging the 
hope that you will treat this communication (if it de- 
serve any notice) with the frankness and faithfulness, 
which are apparent in your reply to my first, and that 
| we may both be sufficiently ingenuaus to facilitate the 
' discovery of tratb, I unhesitatingly subscribe myself, 


ian Honest InavurrReER. 
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REPLY TO THE FOREGOING. 





Dear Sir,-“‘You now say ; That the word Resurrec- 
_ tion is variously applied in scripture is an indisputable 
' fact,” but in your former communication you said ; “If 
there bad been ambiguity in the phraseology of the a- 
| bove text, | should not have aldressed you on the sub- 
ject.” What, my dear Sir. constitutes ambiguity in 
phraseology, if a capacity for various application does 
not? 

[am far from being disposed to complain of any 
want of candor in you. But | would indulge the free- 
dom to point you te what, no doubt, contrary to your 
jmeaning, seens capable of sucha construction. If 
| when you first wrote, you were sensible that the word 





it. Why then, the question occurs, should an Hon: st 
Inqwrer use the word as destitute of ambiguity, aud as | 


ample proof of the proposition ia dispute? 


In the light of the foregoing remarks, | will again 


resurrection was variously applied in scripture, you | 


| it goes to prove tbat the pharisees and St. Pau! be- 
must, of course, have known that it had no positive | : Z ane he 


authority to support the «pinion to which you applied 


After you allow that the word resurrection is varios" 
ly applied in scripture, you immediately add; “But 
Sir, this circumstance does not argue -that in the ‘iv- 
stance under consideration it bas no allusion to # 
transition from a state.of death to a state of life aud 
immortality.” Here, Sir, it appears that you were not 
sufficiently guarded against the appearance of a want 
of candor, for who in the world can suppose that you 
thought that I wished to make use of this cireum- 
stance to prove that the word resurrection iu the text 
you quoted, did not refer to an immortal state, so long 
as it is kept in mind, that I quoted authority to show 
that,it sometimes applies in this way? ty 

Relative to the text in question between us, Hones! 
Inquirer had no right toask me to prove that there 
may not be arctribotion hereafter for what men do in 
this life; it was all that the subject required, to show 
that the text relied on, for that purpose does not prove 
it; and this you have now granted, by allowing that 
to be an indisputable fact, on which | relied for that 
purpose. ' 

So far, Sir, from pretending that the capacity of the 
word resurrection of various application, proved that, 
in the text, in debate, it did not apply to an immortal 
constitution, | only cited authority to prove that it 
sometimes applied differently, and proceeded to show, 
hy deductions drawn fron the text, the probability 
that a different application was its legitimate one. But 
yon have treated my reply exactly as if I relied solely 
on the fact, that the word resurrection does not al ways 
relate to an immortal state, to prove that it does not 
eo apply in Luke xiv. 14; taking not the least notice of 
the queries which | stated, relative to the application 


gested for the purpose of showing the improbability 
that such an application was intended. 

The doctrine of a retribution in an immortal consti- 
tution, for acts performed in this mortal state, being 
considered an essential doctrine of divine revelation, 
its advocates, in place of calling for proof that certain 
passages do not refer to it, ought to know that it be- 
longs to them to show that certain plain declarations 
of divine authority can have no other rational applica- 


to bow my reason to what appears to me a most un- 
reasonable doctrine. First give us immortal powers 
and capacities and then let us be recompensed ac- 
cordingly as we use them, in an immortal state. 

But you have called my attention now to the consid- 
eration of the words of St. Paul, Acts xxiv. 15, “And 
have hope toward God, which they themselves also 
allow, that there shall be a resarrection of the dead, 
both of the just and unjust.” This confession, you 
think, seems to argue, that upon the subject of the re- 
surrection, and tbe moral coudition of mankind in tbat 
state, the apostle agreed with the pharisees, although 
in some other opinions they might disagree. 
you will allow me to say that | can discover no inti- 

mation in the above passage concerning the moral con- 
, dition of mankind in the resurrection state. And | hope 
-you will indulge me in asking you, whether you can 
|see any reason for believing that this text proves that 
men will be unjust in an immortal constitution? That 








lieved in the doctrine of the resurrection, in opposition 
to the opinion of the Sadducees, must he allowed; 


jand that the Phagisees called some just and others un- 


just must be allowed to be intimated in the text; but 
wheiber St, Paul believed that some meu will be 





of the text toan immortal state, and which were sug- 


tion. When they shall do this, 1 will engage, for one, 


Now, Sir, 
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iv the text . 
As to the opinion of the Pharisees, to which the a- 
postle alluded, if is possible that it regarded the Jews, 
who were of the circumcission, ig, the character of the 
just, and that it held the Geitiles to be of the contra- 
ry character... And | think the following words of the 
vupostle very clearly show, that such a sentiment was 
generally entertained among the Jews; See Gal. i. 


the Gentiles.” , é 

if the foregoing remarks set this subject in its true 
light, as I can scarcely doubt, it then remains that we 
ascertain, from some other passage, in the apostle’s 
writing, whether he believed that some men will be 
just, and others unjust in the-resurrection state. For 
this purpose let us look at his argument where he is 
endeavoring to set forth the chrisiian doctrine of the 
resurrection. See 1 Cor. xv. Inthe 22d verse the 
apostle lays down the .broad. proposition **As in Adam 
all die, even so in Christ shal] all be made alive.” Jn 
the 42d verse and on, he speaks of the state into which 
the resurrection introduces those who-rise, in contra- 
distinction tathis mortal state. ‘*It issown in corruption, 
it is raised in incorruption; it is sown in dishonor, it .is 
raised in glory ; it is sown in weakness, it is raised in 


al body.”? He further says; *The first man is of the 
earth, earthy; the second man is the Lord from heav- 
en ;—and as we have borne the image of the earthy, 
we shall also bear the image of the heavenly.” 

If all the attention which | have paid to the apostle’s 
argument in this chapter has resulted in discovering 
his real meaning, it is certain that he did not believe 
that some men will be just, and others unjust in the re- 
surrection state of which he spake. As has been 
quoted, he says; “As in Adam ail die, even so in 


all are to be made alive he designates by wneorruption. 
io opposition to corruplion ; by glory, in opposition to 
dishonor ; by power, in opposition to weakness ; by a 
sptriltual body, in opposition to a naiural body ; by the 
image of the hearenly, in opposition to the image of-the 
earthy. To me, Sir, it seems entirely unaccountable 
that an inspired apostle should write and argue, in this 
mAuner, if he believed the notion to which, as I think, 
you erroneously apply his words recorded Acts xxiv. 15. 
Notwithstanding this reply partakes, in some degree, 
of the character of finding fault, | hope it will give no 
offence, for I still entertain so good an epinion of your 


and indeed the argument of all who endeavor to main- 
tain from scripture the doctrive to which you have 
been applying scripture. , 

In rather a solitary place, frequented by harmless 
sheep, it is imagined that a departed spirit is in dis- 
tress, and has often been heard to complain. This 
frightful chimera has been so long believed in the vi- 
cinity of the supposed haunted place. that few enter- 
tain any doubts respecting the fact. It has so hap- 
pened, that a few individuals have taken it upon them 
to call this netien to an account, to see if any facts 
can be found which justly warrant such a belief. It is 
no sooner known that these persons doubt the ghostly 
story, then the whole neighborhood are alarmed, and 
tur out to quell this infidelity and establish the old 
orthodox opinion. One cries out, my father has heard 
Another says, | can bring more than 
forty witnessess who have been frightened nearly out 


the spirit groan! 


“ae 


i of their senses by that tormented spirit! Another 
rt says. | have heard its groans many atime! All very 


5a 


well, say those who doubt ; but you will be so good as 
to tell us what kind of a noise this spirit makes» The 
answer is, that it makes a noise exactly like a sheep: 
reply the doubting ones, and how do you know that 
asheep did not make the noise at which you were 


i We who'are Jews by nature, and not sinners of 


power; it is sown a najural body, it is raised 4 spiritu- | 


frightened? The faithful believers in the long estab- { 
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baw cannot avswer this question, and therefore make 
their last effort, by demanding of those doubting ones, 
| to prove that every bleat of the sheep in that solitary 
place is vot a groao of a departed spirit! 

| You wil! perceive, Sir, by the above homely simile. 
‘what I think of the state of the argument between us. 
H. B. 


Siacerely yours, 


’ 
; 


} 
| ¥OR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 





| FORGIVENESS AND PUNISHMENT OF SIN, 
| ILLUSTRATED. 
To the Rev. Hosea Ballou, 
Rev. Sir, —Though personally anacquainted with 
Lyou, yet as I have had frequent opportunities of read- 
‘ing your several publications and finding you to be a 
‘friend to free inquiry and temperate discussion, and al- 
Iso willing to enlighten & iustruct those who appear to 
be serious inquirers after truth, I have taken the liber- 
ity to present a few things for your deliberate consider- 
Fation, which are not perfectly understood and clear in 
(my mind, hoping (or rather believing) that you are 
'qualified to remove these embarrassmeuts aud seem- 
ling difficulties. And, 
Ist. I find that you maintain that all wicked men 
\shaH! and do receive the just and full desert of their 
\sins : that they are or shal) be adequately punished in 
the highest sense of the word to the full and just de- 
merit of their deeds, &c. Now if this be a fact that 
they do or must, without exception, unavoidably aud 
‘absolutely receive according to the fuil desert of their 
sins, [| ask how and in what sense are they said to be 
‘forgiven? To say that a person is forgiven, and yet 
| has suffered according to the desert of his crime, seems 
|} to me to‘involve an absurdity or coutradiction. 


‘lessen our punishment, which appears to be contrary 
;toreason apd scripture. ‘Christ says, “except ye re- 


| pent ye shall all likewise perish,” which suppose: that 


lif they repented they should not perish or suffer what 
‘they justly deserved for their impenitence ; aud the 
| apostle said to Simon Magus, “repent now of this thy 


| wickedness, aud pray if perhaps the thougiis oi thy 
vain heart may be forgiven thee.” Thus it appears 


mercies that we are not consumed.” | And David says, 
“that God hath not dealt with us after our sins nor re- 
warded us according to our iniquities,foras the heaven is 
high above the earth, so great are his mercies towards 
them that fear bim,” Ps. ciii. For David esteemed it a 
great mercy, because he had uot received according 
to his sinful deserts. Hence, it appears to me as all 


men have sinned and broken the law or command ot 


nal ruin, as they must necessarily perish forever, un- 
less God does appear for their deliverance. 
they are pardoned, torgiven and saved (through the 
means of faith and repentance) they are exempted 
from that punishment which they deserve, aud trom 
which they are hereby delivered, or in other words as 
mankind are in a Jost and siniul state, they are liable 
to continue in this state of misery nd sin eternally ; 
and will, unless Almighty power & mercy deliver them 
from this just state of misery and condemnation, which 
they are in while sinners. df, Sir, you will have the 
goodness to insert this with a brief reply in the: Maga- 


one who is an earnest Inquirer after truth, and who is 
aud hopes ever to remaiu your affectionate iriend. 
Joan. 





God, they are verily guilty and justly exposed to eter- | 


Thus, | 


ziue as soon as Convenient, you will confer a favor on | 
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REPLY TO THE FORFGOING, 


Sir,—The difficulties which prevent you from fre}. 
ing satisfied with the sentiment which you find in my 
writings, to which you allude, in the foregoing com. 
munication, | am persuaded you would find stated ag 
clearly, to say the least, in the scriptures, as in any 
thing which | have published. 

You say; “I find that you maintain that all wicked 
men shall and do receive the just and full desert of 
their sins.” To this you object forthe two following 
reasons; Ist. Because if sinners are punished accord. 
ing to their deeds, you cannot see how they can be 
forgiven ; and 2dly. Because you do not see what beje- 
efit there can be io repentance, if the sinner, by re. 
pentiug, cannot avoid the punishment doe to his offen. 
ces. To this statement, you add, that all mankind by 
being sinful deserve efernal ruin / . 

In the first place, Sir, you will be so geed as to no 
tice a few passages, which go to establish the fact, 
that sinners are punished accordixg to their offences; 
and in the mean time you will be careful duly to re. 
gard the expressions of such passages, to see if there 
be any indication that forgiveness can be granted to 
those, to whom God renders according to their works, 
2 Chron. vi. 30, “Then hear thou from heaven thy 
dwelling place, and forgive, and render unto every, 





man according unto all his ways, whose heart thou 
‘knowest; for thou only knowest the hearts of the 
ichildren of 12, *Doth not .he’ 
‘that pondereth the heart consider it? And he that 
keepeth thy soul, doth not he know it? And shal! not 
) he render to every mana according to his works?” Job. 
xxxiv. TI. **for the work of a man shall he render 
unto him. and cause every man to find according tO. 


men.” Prov. xxiv. 


' his ways.’ Psalm Ixir. 12, **Also unto thee, O Lord, ; 
Be- | 
Christ shall all be made alive;’ and the state in which | sides, to suppose that sinuers receive the due reward oi} 
‘their deeds as they proceed iu their wicked course, 
|‘ dppears to me not only to exclude the use of forgive 

;ness but alsorenders repentance of no nevessily or in- | 
| portance ! for on this ground, if we repent it does not 


hbelongeth mercy: for thou renuderest lo every man ace; 
cording to his work.’ 


’ 


search the heart, | try the reigns, esen to give every 
» to his ways. and according to the fruit 


_— lat. 


nan accom 


of his doings “7, “*kos the Son of man 


XVI 


chal! come in the glory o: bis Father, with his anges; 
avd then he shall r ward every mam acc rding to his 
works.”?) Rom. ii. 6, “Sho will reuder to every mana 


sacrording to his deeds.” 
If you duly consider the foregoing quotations, it 
seems to me, that you musi be sat sfied, that the scrip- 


teres very amply aintai that the wickes are punishes 


ed according to their offec ces, aud that this fact is wot 
| 


‘incoutistent with the dectrive of lorgiveness. lithe 
' 


candor and good feeling, that | will proceed to present | that if he repented he should be forgiven and should | doctrine of forgivencss be opposed to every man’s re- 
you with what, to me, appears like your argument; be cleared from that punishment his sins fully deserved. | ceiving according to his deed-, byw could Solomon 
Agreeably to this the prophet says, ‘it is of the Lord's | 


pray, as above quoted andsay; ‘hen hear thou from 
‘heaven thy dwellivg-place, and forgive, and reader 
‘unto every man accordiug to ali his ways?” 
the inspired Psalmist of israel believed that the dis tue 
mercy was in any sense opposed to the rendering unto 
ferery mao according to bis works, 
iclare as above’"quoted; **Also unto thee, O Lord, be- 


j 


jlongeth mercy ; ior thou renderest to every man acy 


}cordiug to his work?” 


that a man is forgiven if he receive according to his 
This should know is because you 


' 

| “ 

Dir, you 

\' ive attached a meaning to scriptare words, which 


crime, 
ithe scriptures know nothing of. ‘}here can be no pe- 
| cessity for me t quote passages to prove that our gra- 
Father in beaven forgives sin; for 


But the 


opinion, @hich bas teen generally entertained, that 


nerciful 


jorews and 
| this fact is acku wled:ed by every christian. 
} 


ithe sianer does not snffer for the sins which he com ; 


| mits, if he find forgivevess, is, no dont, erroneous. 
You will find, on carefol examination, that the scrip 
\tures mean the same thing by the followjng modes of 
expression s a | he forgire ress of gin 4 fo teke awey our 
sin; Whotakt! away the sin of the world 5 Who hath 
[lord us, and washed us from our sins m™ hts. “wn 
‘Blood; Having forgiven us all trespasses ; To gute 


Jeremiah xvii. lo, “I the Lord’ 


And xf. 


why should he. dee + 


But you think that it involves an absurdity to say 





rewges 


REY 


MT OLE. 





Mey 








repentance to Israel, and the forgiveness of sins,” 


&ec. 
One error generally leads to another, and the sec- 


ond to a third, and go on. — The clergy having 
established the erroneous notion that sinners de 
endless punishment, had ue way for the 
salvation, if he must receive according 
But only give wp that grand error, and 


serve 
ginner’s 
to his works. 
then you 
with men, as a kind father does with his children. ‘The 
father can chastisehis disobedient children exactly ac- 
cording to their faults, yet love them all the time ; and 
cause his chastisements to eventuate in the reformation 
of the disobedient ; in which case, you must see, that 
compassion in the parent dictates all the punishment 
which is inflicted. And, if you are careful, you will 
perceive, that punishment operates as a means of for- 
giveness. 

Your suggestion that repentance can avail, nothing if 
the sinner is p" nished for bis crimes, seems to indicate 
a degree of attention to the subject, very rarely to be 


met with. 
Suppose Sir, you and IT are travelling together, and 
‘ 
not only on ‘account of being ignorant of the way to 
the city of our destination, hut on account of the intol- 
erable inconveniences of the by paths in which we are 
travelling. In this situation a friend finds us, and of- 
fers to lead us out of our difficulties. 
suffered so much, 
we leave our present situation, and follow our friendly 


we now wish to know, whether, if 
guide, we have suffered all the evil which is justly 
due to ovr wanderings? Our friend informs us that 
we have, and that if we will leave the path we are 
now in, our sufferings will he at an end 
say, as your argument indicates, then. Sir, we will 
keep on our way, for if we suffer all that is doe toour 
we shall gain nothing hy 


Have you 


soresgor is 


wanderings as we go along, 
quitting our thernv and thistley paths! 
that ‘‘the the 


that “there is no reace to the wicked : 


never read, way of tran 


bard.” and 
while *“*wisdom’s weys are pleasantness,. and 
Onr 


sinners hy those who are sick: **Thev that 


paths are peace °” 
are whole 


need not a} hysician, but they that are sick.” Would 
a sick person, who had suffered distressing pains nicht 
ané dav for alone time. sav toa physician, | wauld 


ntthank you to core me of my disorders if } suffer all 
day hyd sy? 
ard the wir ked ac 


cording te their works. as Thave mr 


their painsas 1 eo alone 
Te prove that God does not rex 


ved he dees by 
many passages, vou quote Psalm cit 10. **tHe hath net 
dea't with us afte nor rewarded as according 
will net think 


that 


r our eine 


to our inig lies? Yor Se} 


iffam reluet t in erantive this one 


of sufficient authority te dienrove 


1 _ . . 
1 | we quoted pinin'y assert, Where dd you ]ive ? 


Have yon not the advantage of heating the scripture: 


explained, so as to understand how seemi: g contia tie 


floas are recongied? liave newer hy 


you 


learned minicter illustrate te vour understanding. haw 


our heavenly Father dane 


our works, and at the time, fhat he never pro 


same 


ceeds with his sinful creatures according to their wick- 


edness? Tam very sorry, my dear Sir, if vour minis 


ter is not able to enlighten you and others on this sub 
Ject. 

Look at Provi xxvi. 4. 5. “Answer not a foc! accord 
ing to his folly, lest thau also he like unfo him. An 
ser a fool according to his folly. leet he he wise in his | 
Own conceit.”® Here is a contradiction in words, but 
not in meaning. 
foolish as his question, you then are like which 
you ought not ‘to be ; but you ought to return an an- 
swer which for wisdom corresponds with what the fol- 


y of his question requires, that he may nof remain 
ain, 


hi rh. 


UNIVERSALIST 


can see how a gracious God can proceed! 





| 


i self und. 


ied! y lexity, (your mind, 
ye missed our Way, and are in great perpiexity, | : 
wé have y, 5 Per) ys good feeling, 


e lall the world, orjudge them?” 
Shall we now | 


MAGAZINE, 





the first versé of the passage quoted from Proverbs.— 
But acting from a principle of perfect wisdom, holinegs. 
and goodness, he measures his dealings towards us as 
our conduct and situation require, in which case his 
dealings correspond with what is recommended in the 
last verse of the before mentioned quotation, 

] am, dear Sir, your faithful 


Friend and servant. H. B. 





From the (Portland) Christian Intelligencer. 
REPLY TO “JUSTIN.” 


Dear Brother,--I noticed in the last. number of the 
Intelligencer, an address from you on the subject of my 
sermon lately preached in Wayne. It apears that on 
your first reading the sermon your ‘‘anxious feelings” 
were ‘‘very much relieved ;”° but on amore thorough 


examination of it, comparing it with scripture and 


facts, you were ‘tin as much difficulty as ever.”” So you 
propose six questions, which you wish me to answer, 
and which present the difficulties that have arisen in 
] know not but that fairness, candor and 


“6 
—— || 
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—<———~-T-Se a 
have n no doubt that there were some, perhaps as many 
as seven thousand, lovers, of the religion of Jesus, in the 
ages of Popery to which you refer. i 

You ask again, ‘Does the kingdom of Christ rule in 
the hearts of those who deny and persecute the truth?” 
[Christiavity.] Ans, No. | But what then? Dear Sir, 
what difficulty have you found here?, Why,you appear 
unable to believe that the reign of Christ had commenc- 
ed when the apostles preached repentance to the Gen- 
tiles, and has continued ever since, because his king- 
dom does not pow rule ip the hearts of those who deny 
the christian religion. Tbe scriptures teach that God 
hath raised up Christ, ‘tand exalted him with his 
right band, to be a prince and a Saviour,” and **He 
must reign till he hath put all enemies under his feet.” 


ae Bee 
















moved your pen ; but. 


ination of the sermon.” 


Question 1. In this question, after supposing that 


I will pot pretend that ‘tall men” were governed by | 


éf Christ’s kingdom at the commence- 
** Flow then, did Christ rule 
Now Jook at this ques- 
You had fust before stated that you your- 


the holy law 
ment of his reign, you ask, 
tion agam. 
dit to he the sentiment of ‘my sermon, 
that the tine for “this judcing or ruling the world, is 
the day of judgment, which commenced with the min- 


istry of Christ, 


rstoo 


and will continue fill his religion, which 


‘is in its nature impartial, shall/fhave become univer- 


all her. 


merciful Saviour renreserts | 


'world to God, and will continue antil 


‘ipg. or what meaning 


it strar ve ir. | 
passage is) 
., ped im your 
what the many which 


| 
| 
A 
| 


{ 


& 


; 


Teal with us all according to! 


\ 


{ 
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If you return a fool an answer ae 


‘that he was “left alone,” the only righteous person on 


bterth 


ies day, 
ard your 


sal,” after understanding it to be my sen- 


timent, that the day of Christ’s reign of judgment com- 
the work of subduing and reconciling the 
his 
hecome universal, or until it rules every heart. 
ask, **How then did Christ 
the commencement of this day? What possible 
can this quesfies have, in rela- 


And nw, 


menced, 
reign has 
you 


rule all the world’—at | 


tion‘to the doctrine of the sermon? — Did you mean to! 
inquire whether it is possible tora day to begin be- 
fure 


*, come 


itends? Or whether it was possible for ‘Ohrist 


the work of hi# iediatorial k: ngdom he- 


it? 


ence 


fore he bad finished Yes; this seems to be the 


ount ef your first question, And so having conceiv. 


med a negative answer; te. having con 


tf (hrisi’s reign covid not 
you 
jection to the sermon. TI 
sohith Cc 


has coummenced heretofore, as the sermon supposes. 


com- 
to bring 
that 
vist will rule or judge all the world 
be- 


ciuded that the work 


mence uptil +t had been finished, seem 


this obj conneol be 


cause the whale purpose for which “authority and 


ucdem” is given to Christis vot yet accomplished ; 
there are many whom the low of Christ’s kingdont docs 

of yet govern Whether this objection can “weigh 
vuch in ap enlightened mind” I will leave it 
Bul as for me, though | treely confess 


hat there are many whose hearts are not yet ruled by 


for oth- 
‘re to judge. 
Ohrist’s kingdom, this circumstan.e weighs nothing in 
my mind, agaiust the idea that the day has pow com- 
menced an which ( hrist will rule all men, 

Question 2. Where did Christ rule, judge or gov 
jerb the world, during the ages of Popery ?”? &c, 

Ans. He ruled, bo, doubt, in the heart of many 
humble lovers of his religion, Elias once thought 


the earth. But the answer of God said to him, “1 


If our heavenly Father wcted toward us »ccorlin ly; have reserved to myself seven thousand men who have 
we act, he would tuen be like us, as expressed in| tlo¢_bowed the kuee to the image of Baa 


1.”? 


And | 








jand peace. 
bear- |. 








yours will be answered. 








versalism, 


ished away. 


But this you find it difficult to believe, because all are 
not yet subdued. How shall I remove such ‘‘difficul- 
ties?” I can do nothing more just at present than to 
remark, that the very saying, ‘‘He must reign till he 
hath put all enemies under his feet,’’ implies that he 
might reign for some length of time, before he should 
have suddued all under him. 

Your 3d Question presents no new “ difficulty,” but 


be assuyed, Sir, | the same over again that was brought up in the Ist 


as | proceed to notice your question, | do it in the ex- | 
Jercise of eonsiderable wonder, that “tan enlightened | itself. 
mind’? could have found such difficuities as you have | 


| presented—especially after **a more thorough exam, 
But we have. ; 


and 2d. Therfore it is ORRerAeEAry to cousider this by 


Question 4. ** What do you really mean by the phraz 
ses, ‘all men every where,’ and ‘ the world?’ Is it the, 


same all men, and the same world, of whom Christ is 
called the Saviour ?” 


Ans. Yes.—'Then you ask further, “If his ruling 
the world here, means nothing more than your sermon 
implies, how will yon prove that his reign hearafter, 
will be any more extensive and blissful ?”’ Means noth- 
ing more than my sermon implies’ What does my ser- 
mon iovyply ? It does not undertake to show that Christ 
does now actually rule the whole world, and govern 
it by the law of his kingdom ; but that he has com- 


menced a reign which shall extend until it has become 
universal; and that the day has now commenced, in 


which this complete victory and universal empire o, 


Christ shal! be gained, and the work of gaining it has 


been and is now, goivg on. Suchisthe sentiment of 
the sermon, and so you understood it when you wrote 
the introduction to your questions. It was also at- 


tempted to show that the reign isa reign righteousness 


Of course it must now and henceforth he 
‘blissful? as far as it extends. But you ask, **How 


will you prove that his reign hereafter will be any 


more extensive” than it now is? Is it possible that he 
who has proposed such a question as this, isa professed 
believer in the final redemption of all men? If I judge 
rightly from *Justin’s” style and signature, so af xs. 
Brother; carefully consider a question from mc, and 


You doubtless believe that 


| (he gospel dispensation bas commenced already, avd 


that the design of the gospe! is, sooner or later, to 
bring every fost soul of the human family home to the 

Father and Goda. And you further be- 
that this design will not fail, but will in due time 
be accé unplished, For- 


asouch asthe gospel dispensation begun about eigh- 


bosom of their 
| lieve 
But how do you prove this? 


teen hundred years ago, and has continued ever since, 
and yet there are **twenty-five thirtieths of mankind” 
«bho do not now enjoy the salvation of the gospel, how 


will you prove that this salvation hereafter will be any 
| more extenseve ? 


You will meet with bo difficy ity 


giving a ready answer, and one satisfactory to your. 
, self, 
a question. 


to any opponent of yours who should ask you such 
Aud when you have answered this, you 
will have answered the one which you proposed for 
ve. And then your spectre of “a death Llow to Uni- 
” which you have labored so hard to force 
.p before the eye of your imagination, wi!! have van- 


Question 5. Here you refer me to three texts of 


scripture on the jubject of judgment, and ask whether 
such scriptures cun.be fairly made to apply to my riew 








of the subject.—To this Lreply, whether these SCFipe 
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tures refer to the same judgment as the one which 
heads my sermon, or not, ‘they will apply to my view 
of the subject there —unless it can be shown 
that they apply to a judgment afler Christ has finished 
the work of his mediatorial reign, delivered up the 
kingdom to God the Father, and God is ALL tn ALL. 
But to make such an application of these scriptures is 
what you will not attempt, and what, I conceive, can- 
net be done. Therefore they are consistent with ny 
views offered in the sermon. For on page 22d, speak 

ing of. other jndgments besides the one which was 
meant in my text, and which are particularly designed 
for retribution, 1} remarked, “But these judgments of 
God upon the wicked, are not designed, as some have 
believed, to confirm and perpetuate them in endless 
wickedness and wo, and so to prerenf repentance. — 
But they are by all means, consistent with the govern- 
ing principle of the kingdom, or general judement of 
Christ, which Paul preached in the text, designed to 
aid in subduing men to repentance, and obedience to 
God.” This was an acknowledgement that the scrip- 
tures speak of other judgments besides the one which 
was meant in my text, and which, | think, is suffi-' 
ciently proved in the sermon to be the kingdom of 
Christ.’ Thongh the cause of my sermon does not re- 

quire that | should eay any thing more on this question, 

yet it may lead some readers to a profitable study for 

themselves, just to state my opinion on the scriptures 

you refer to. 

The first, Matt. xi. 22, I think very evidently refers ' 
to that dreadful jodgment which was then future, but 
soon to come, on all the cities of Israel; a judgment 
which should award (o the wicked “great tribulation, 
such as was not since the beginning of the world, no, 
nor ever shall be.” In verse 16th, Jesus had inquired, 
‘*Whereunto shall I liken this generation?» He then 
spoke of their determined opposition to him, and testi- 
fied of the dreadiul judgment to which they were ex- 
posed ; and to which you now refer. I think there can 
be no reasonable doubt that Jesus here referred to the 
same judgment that he did afterwards in the 23d Chap- 
_ter; where, as in this, he spoke to the same people of 
their same detemined opposition tohim, and then as- 
sured them that the accummulating evils of many ages 
should break “upon this generation.”» ‘The idea con- 
veyed in the scriptare under consideration appears to 
be this. ‘*Zhe judgment which shall come upon you, 
cities of Israel, shall be so extremely terrible, that she | 
dreadful judgmont of Tyre, Sidon, Sodom, &c. so nota- | 
ble on the pages of your history, shall appear very toler- 
able tn comparison. in that day.” And this, according 
to later history, proved to be the fact. 

‘The idea of a judgment and retribution, on parental | 
principles, even in a future state, is what | never dis- 
puted. My sermon does not interfere with this sub- 
ject atall. The Saviour will employ whatever means 
are best, till all are subdued under the government of 
his holy law of love. But the scripture which we have 
just examined, [| think, cannot be fairly applied to a 
judgment vow future, 

Your second passage is, Rom. xiv. 9, “For to this 
end Christ both died, and rose, and revived, that he 
might be Lord both of the dead and living.” If Christ’s 
being Lord both of the dead and liring, means the same 
as hisjudging the world in righteousness, as your refer- 
ring to it in this way shows that you understand it. 
then it confirms the views offered in my sermon. For 
it shows that his rule as Lord or Judge is not entirely 
deferred till all men are dead, but commences among 
the Geing; and has commenced before now. For 
whea God raised up Christ from the dead, he “made 
him to be both Lord and Christ.’ Accordingly Paul 
proceeds in the next vesse ; ‘But why dost thou judge 
thy brother? for we must all stand before the judg- 
_ment seat of Christ... ‘That is, ** Why do Christians 
judge one another? One is our Master, even Christ. 
He sits in dominion and judgment. We are all amen- 
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ment according to our deserts,” Paul did vot mean, 
however, that Christ would not enter into his authori- 
ty as Judge til] a long time hence, and in some. other 


state of existence; for that would have been at va-} 
riance with the teachings of Christ himself, who had |: 


said, God “hath given him authority to execute judg- 
ment. The other scripture to which you refer, you 
will allow, is on the same subject as this. 


Your 6th and last question is already answered, In 
my sermon J had shown that the judgment of Christ 
will continue, until it has accomplished the whole 
work assigned it. And | have just now told you that 
to “*reconcile and sare” all, he will employ such 
‘*means”’ as shall be best, And when all shall have 
been subdued to Christ, then will be the end of this 
judgment day; Christ will deliver op the kingdom to 
God, «ven the Father, and God be ALL EN ALL. 


Respecting your question about Christ ruling in the 
eternal world, as Sampson ruled Israe! in this. I only 
have to say; if, when | referred to the case of Samp- 
som’s judging Israel io show that judgment sometimes 
means ruling power, vou understood me to mean that 
Christ’s judgment or ruling power is like Sampsen’s, 
then | really think you are excusable for all you have 
written on this solemn and important subject. 


Yours in the tonds of christian love, 


S¥LVANUS Coss. 
Waterville, Me. Oct. 27, 1825. 
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From the (Boston) Christian Pegicier. 
A THANKSGIVING HY3iN., 


Father of Farth and Heaven! 
Whose arm upholds Creation ' 

To Thee we raise the voice of praise, 
And bend in adoration. 

We praise the Power that made, us, 
We praise the Love that blesses; 

While every day that rolls away 
Thy gracious care confesses, 


Life is from Thee, Blest Father! 
From Thee our breatbing spirits ; 
And Thou dost give to all that live 
‘The bliss that each inherits. 
Day, night, and rolling seasons, 
And all that life embraces, 
With bliss are crowned, with joy abeund, 
And claim our thankful praises. 


Though tria! ard affliction, 
May cast their dark shade o'er ns, 
Thy Love doth throw a heavenly glow 
Of light on all before us, 
That Love has smiled from heaven 
To cheer our path of sadness, 
And led the way through earth’s dull day . 
To realms of endless gladness. 


That light of love and glory 
Has shone through Cbrist, the Saviour, 
The holy Guide, who lived and died, 
‘That we might live forever. 
And since thy great compassion 
Thus bring thy children near thee, 
May we to praise devote our days, 
And love as well as fear thee. 


And when death's final summons, 
From earth's dear scenes shall move us, 
From friends, from foes—from joys, from woes, 
From all that know and love us; 
Oh, then, let hope attend us ! 
Thy peace to us be given! 
That we may rise above the skies, 











able to him; and we shail all receive from his judg- 





And sing Thy praise in Heaven! | 
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From the U. S. Literary Gazette. 
THE RESTORATION OF ISRAEL, 


Mountains of Israel! tear on high. 
Your summits, crowned with verdure new, 
And spread your branches to the sky, 
Refulgent with celestial dew; 
O’er Jordan’s stream of gentle flow, 
And Judah’s peaceful ralley’s smile, 
And far reflect the lovely glow 
Where ocean’s waves-incessant toil. 


See where the scattered tribes return, 
Their slavery is burst at length, 
And purer flames to Jesus burn, 
And Zion girds on her new strength ; 
New cities bloom along the plain, 
New Temples to Jebovah rise, 
The kindling voice of praise again 
Pours its sweet anthems to the skies. 


The fruitful fields again are blest, 

And yellow harvest smiles around ; 
Sweet scenes of heavenly joy and rest, 

Where peace and innocence are found ! 
The bloody sacrifice no more 

Shall smoke upon the altars high,— 
But ardent hearts from hill to shore 

Send grateful incense to the sky! 


The jubilee of man is near, 

When earth as heaven, shall own his reiga ; 
He comes to wipe the mourner’s tear, 

And cleanse the heart from sin and pain. 
Praise Him, ye tribes of Israe!! Praise 

The King who ransomed you from wo; 
Nations! the hymn of triumph raise, 

And bid the song of rapture flow! 











MARRIED IN THIS CITY, 


By Rey. Hosea Ballou, Mr. Aaron Barton to Miss 
Mary Norcutt, both of Boston 

By Rev. Mr. ean, Mr. Erastus A. Young’ to Miss 
Mary Moulton. 

By Rev. Mr. Eaton, Capt. Samuel Nichols to Mrs. 
Dorcas Rendols. 

In Charlestown, by Rev. C. Gardiner, Mr. Philan- 
der Ames to Mrs. Rebekah Gibbs, both of C. 








In Roxbory, by Rev. H. Ballou, 2d. Mr, Moses 
| Richards, of Charlestown, to Miss Sarah Curtis, of 
i Roxbary. 

In Scituate, by Rev. B. Whittemore, Mr. David 
Cushing, of Hingham, to Miss Mary S. Lapham, of 
Scituate. 

In Milford, Mss. by Rev. Adin Pallon, Mr. Samuel 
Oliver to Miss Hannah Pond, all of Milford. 

In Hopkinton, by Rey. A. Ballou, Mr. D. J. Coburn 
,to Miss Eliza Knowlton. 
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DIED IN THIS CITY, 


Jane Nye, daughter of Mr. Joho F. and Mrs. Abigail 
J. G. Newton, aged 6. 

Widow Jane Whipple aged 82, wife of the late Mr. 
Jacob Whipple. 


In Hopkington, Fisher Metcalf, Feq. aged 58 yeart 
In the death of Fsq. Metcalf, his wife and children are 
left to mourn the loss of a kind husband, an affection- 
ate father and friend, his relatives aa estiuvable friend,” 
and the public a usefal citizen. . , 
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Just received and for Sale at this Office, and by Rev. W. 
Balfour, Charlestowo, A Sermon. delivered before the” 
Vermont Legislatere,-Octoher 16, 1825. Ry William’ 
Morse, late pastor of the 24 Univ. Churchy Philadel- ° 
phia. Text, Mat. vii. 13, 14. 


Also, a few copies of Balfour's Inquiry, 2d. edition. 
Price $1 25. 


Likewise. a few copies of Balfour's Answer to Mr. 
[Savine's Lectures.—reice 50 cents. 
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